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UNIVERSITY SENATE 


Minutes of the Meeting of April 25, 1975 


Dr. J.W. O'Brien (Chairman): Prof. H. Mann (representing Dean Berczi): 
Prof. J. Bordan: Dean R. Breen: Dean J.C. Callaghan: Prof. D. McDougall: 
Dean A. Pinsky: Dean A. Verschingel: Prof. J. Whitelaw: Prof. G. Adams: 
Prof. J. Bhatnagar: Prof. V. Byers: Prof. C.A. Davis: Prof. J. Doyle: Prof. 
H. Enesco: Prof. K. Krakow: Prof. M. Hogben: Prof. J. Lindsay: Prof. S. 
McEvenue: Prof. S. Misra: Prof. Z. Popp: Prof. H. Shulman: Prof. R. 
Smith: Prof. G.D. Xistris: Prof. R. Zienius: Mr. K. Adams: Dean M. 
Flynn: Dr. J.E. Kanasy: Mr. F. Duffy: Mr. B. Rennie: Mr. P. Connolly: 
Mr. J. Raymond: Mr. B. Sher: Mr. E. B. Frosst: Ms. H.A. Cave. 


Absent with Regrets: Dean Audet: Prof. L. Bessner: Dean A. Berczi: Prof. R. 
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Angel: Mr. I. Katsof: Dean S. French. 


The meeting was called to order at 2:20 P.M. The Chairman explained that 
the first item on the agenda was to be dealt with in "Closed Session". 


OPEN SESSION 


In response to a question concerning the status of the Geology Department 
on the Loyola Campus, Dean Breen explained that there are two Geology 
Departments, one in the S.G.W. Faculty of Science, and one in the Loyola 
Faculty of Arts and Science. He also advised that there has been cooperation 
between the two departments to have a co-ordinated curriculum presented 
next year. 


Concerning a question on what degree was to be awarded to the 
Engineering students on the Loyola campus for the Spring Convocation, 
1975, Dr. O'Brien stated that in so far as the University is concerned, the 
degree which will be given is the Bachelor of Science degree, which is the 
degree for which the students at Loyola are registered. 


Prof. Lindsay recalled that he had advised Senate several meetings ago, at 
the request of the Dean, that the Engineering Faculty Council had set up a 
Committee to consider this particular point. He reported that E.F.C., at its 
regular meeting on April 18, 1975, received the second of two reports 
which the Committee had prepared. However, E.F.C. was advised that all 
the requests for a Bachelor of Engineering degree had been withdrawn, and 
therefore, no action was required. Accordingly, it is now presumed that 
students satisfying the Loyola requirements in Engineering will receive the 
Bachelor of Science degree for which they are registered. 


A question was raised concerning the Ombudsman, and it was suggested 
that it was in the interest of Senate to hear a report on the activities of the 
Office and determine whether it is functioning in accordance with its present 
mandate. 
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It was pointed out that the Ombudsman's Office was required to publish an 
annual report. It was suggested that interested Senators should review this 

report as a first step. It was further pointed out that there was a high degree 
of confidentiality associated with the Ombudsman's Office, and also that it 

would be entirely up to the Ombudsman to decide whether or not to accept 

an invitation to appear before Senate, should such an invitation be issued. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHER, SECONDED BY MR. RENNIE, THAT 
MEMBERS OF THE OMBUDSMAN'S OFFICE BE INVITED TO 
ATTEND A MEETING OF SENATE FOR PURPOSES OF 
CLARIFICATION OF THE ANNUAL REPORT AND TO INFORM 
SENATORS OF WHAT IS BEING ACCOMPLISHED BY THE 
OMBUDSMAN'S OFFICE. 


It was argued that at the moment it seemed that Senate was having the 
greatest difficulty in accomplishing the business that has already come 
before it and that without more particular reasons for such an invitation, it 
would be difficult to support the motion. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS NOT CARRIED -. 


Dean Campbell advised that the S.G.W. Arts Faculty Council, at the March 
7th, 1975 meeting, adopted a motion concerning absenteeism of members 
from Council meetings; and, it was agreed that, in view of the fact that the 
membership of Faculty Councils is laid down by the Board of Governors 
acting on the recommendations of Senate, this matter be considered under 
"New Business" on the Agenda. 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that the responses from Concordia University on 
the three "postula" contained in the CLESEC Report, were accepted by 
CLESEC., and that the actual profiles were still being looked into. He 
advised also that the reactions to the Science profile have been negative 
almost everywhere, and therefore, something will be happening in that area. 


Concerning the Honours Task Force Report, (Doc. US-74-9-D5), Dr. 
McDougall advised that Prof. Angel, a member of the Task Force, who is 
unavoidably absent from today's meeting, would be most anxious to be able 
to participate in any debate on this item. He presented a brief history on the 
Report and explained the differences in policies and procedures relating to 
Honours programmes on the two campuses. 


During the discussion, it was suggested that the Steering Committee should 
consider what is best by way of constituting a body to look at this, with a 
possible view of enlarging the mandate. It was suggested that we need to 
have some groups functioning fairly soon in order to solve the problem of 
two different approaches to the Honours programmes and that the mandate 
should be enlarged to consider the possibility of an interim arrangement, 
and also to consider the whole concept of Honours programmes in view of 
the different forms of specialization which are being increasingly used. 


Support was voiced for the suggestion that the Steering Committee refer this 
back to the original Task Force, with membership vacancies being filled. It 
was pointed out that criticism from the Loyola Arts and Science Faculty 
Council was based on the principle of subsidiarity, that is, what can 
effectively be done at one level of Authority should be done at that level. It 
was also pointed out that there was a need for some means of co-ordination 
on a University-wide basis. 


It was suggested that the Steering Committee request the Task Force to 
prepare an interim arrangement, clearly designed as an interim arrangement, 
for the service of the present Honours programmes. At the same time, the 
Steering Committee should submit a recommendation to Senate on how one 
might attack the more fundamental question as to whether or not we should 
have Honours programmes. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT THE HONOURS TASK FORCE BE 
RE-ESTABLISHED WITH MEMBERSHIP VACANCIES BEING 
FILLED AND THAT THE TASK FORCE BE REQUESTED TO 
EVALUATE WHAT HAS HAPPENED SINCE ITS REPORT, (Doc. 
US-74-9-D5), WAS PRODUCED; AND TO PRESENT A FURTHER 
REPORT WITH THE EMPHASIS ON PROVIDING AN INTERIM 
STRUCTURE. 


It was pointed out that a broader approach to the question of academic 
regulations was presently being undertaken through the Ad Hoc Committee 
on Undergraduate Academic Regulations; and that one possible approach 
might be to refer the question of Honours regulations to that Committee. 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that the questions of level of control and Honours 
regulations could be separated. He suggested that the percentage required to 
remain in an Honours programme should be clarified and be equivalent on 
both campuses for a Concordia degree. He also suggested that we could live 
with the status quo of the Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science running its 
Honours programmes one way, and the S.G.W. pattern in the Faculties of 
Arts and Science continuing in another. 


He expressed the feeling that it might be appropriate to bring before Senate, 
at some time, possibly after we see what the academic regulations in general 
are going to look like as a separate issue, the question of where the locus of 
control should be. 


It was suggested by Dr. McDougall, that the Steering Committee take into 
consideration the fact that items #I to 4, under the Functions of the 
Honours Committee, seemed to be more or less acceptable to everyone 
concerned, and that the remainder of the functions would possibly have to 
be revised in the light of reactions from the various Faculty Councils. 


It was agreed by the mover and seconder of the motion that the motion be 
divided and worded as follows: 
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"THAT THE STEERING COMMITTEE OF SENATE BE REQUESTED 
TO RE-ESTABLISH THE HONOURS TASK FORCE WITH THE 
INSTRUCTION THAT THEY, CONSIDERING THE REACTIONS OF 
THE FACULTY COUNCILS, ESTABLISH MINIMAL LEGISLATION 
TO CREATE GENERAL EQUALITY IN STANDARDS OF HONOURS 
PROGRAMMES ACROSS THE FACULTIES, LEAVING ASIDE ALL 
PROBLEMS OF PROCEDURES AND CONTROL. " 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 
Dr. McDougall asked that his abstention be recorded. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT THE STEERING COMMITTEE BE REQUESTED 
TO CONSIDER APPROPRIATE ACTION FOR STUDY OF THE 
PROCEDURES AND CONTROLS FOR HONOURS PROGRAMMES. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE STEERING COMMITTEE OF SENATE 
FULLY CONSIDER, WITH REGARDS TO ITS ACTION IN THE 
PREVIOUS MOTION, THE POSITION OF HONOURS PROGRAMMES 
IN UNIVERSITY LIFE IN CANADA AT THIS TIME. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


It was explained that what was being requested was that the Steering 
Committee set up another Task Force to undertake this operation. 


In presenting the recommendations from the Steering Committee concerning 
Quorums for meetings of Senate and arrangements for Steering Committee 
(Doc. US-75-4-D4), Dr. O'Brien explained that these were proposals 
arising out of the experience of last summer and that Steering Committee 
was proposing that these arrangements be approved by Senate on a 
continuing basis so that we do not have to repeat this process annually. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT SENATE APPROVE THE FOLLOWING 
ARRANGEMENTS ON A PERMANENT BASIS (Doc. US-75-4-D4): 


1) THAT THE QUORUM FOR ALL MEETINGS OF SENATE 
HELD DURING THE MONTH OF MAY BE 20 VOTING 
MEMBERS; 


2) THAT THE QUORUM FOR ALL MEETINGS OF SENATE 
HELD BETWEEN JUNE 1 AND AUGUST 31, BE 10 VOTING 
MEMBERS AND THAT THE AGENDA FOR SUCH MEETINGS 
BE LIMITED TO PRESSING MATTERS; 
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3) THAT THE MEMBERS OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE OF 
SENATE CONTINUE TO SERVE UNTIL THEY ARE 
REPLACED AT THE SEPTEMBER MEETING OF SENATE. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


Concerning agenda item number VII, b) 4), Dr. O'Brien explained that there 
were no recommendations on this and that the Steering Committee simply 
wished to draw to the attention of Senate that, in so far as the Steering 
Committee is aware, there is no real problem with the summer period for 
other Standing Committees. If any of the Committees feel they do have a 
problem, Steering Committee would propose that they draw it to the 
attention of Senate or the Steering Committee, with a proposal as to what 
they would recommend for workable summer arrangements. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. DUFFY, SECONDED BY MR. CONNOLLY, 
THAT MR. BRIAN RENNIE .BE APPOINTED TO THE STEERING 
COMMITTEE, REPLACING MR. KATSOF WHO HAS RESIGNED 
FROM THE STEERING COMMITTEE. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


It was understood that this appointment would be effective until the new 
appointments are made in September 1975. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT THE MOTIONS CONCERNING THE 
FORMATION OF A PARA-ACADEMIC CREDIT BOARD AND THE 
GRANTING OF PARA-ACADEMIC CREDIT (Doc. US-74-12-D11) BE 
TABLED. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


The above motion was made at the request of Mr. Katsof, and it was 
understood that the matter would be tabled until such time as a new proposal 
incorporating extensive alterations is presented at Senate. 


Concerning the Working Paper on the Policy for Granting the Title of 
"Professor Emeritus" (Doc. US-74-12-D5), Dr. O'Brien explained that this 
has been circulated to the Faculty Councils and that there are a number of 
responses which have been submitted by Councils. He noted that the 
document was brought forward initially to Senate from the Committee of 
Deans for an expression of opinion, and that there are a number of 
comments in the responses at the level Of detail. He suggested that these 
would be difficult for Senate to deal with, but they would be taken into 
account by the Committee of Deans. He stressed that the key point was the 
two ways of approaching the title of "Professor Emeritus": that of granting 
it in a limited number of cases to distinguished professors when they have 
retired, versus the other alternative of giving it quasi automatically to any 
professor on retirement if he has fulfilled certain conditions such as being at 


non 


the University for "x" years. He suggested that Senate address itself to that 
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particular question and decide one way or the other. It would then be 
possible to redraft the document, taking account of the minor points that 
have been made. He also noted that the comments from the Faculty 
Councils seem to tend in the same direction. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BORDAN, SECONDED BY DR. 
McDOUGALL, THAT SENATE GO ON RECORD AS PREFERRING 
THE "DISTINCTION" ROUTE RATHER THAN THE AUTOMATIC 
ROUTE. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


It was understood that the document would be reworked in the light of the 
above principle and in the light of the various detailed comments that have 
been made by Councils. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
LINDSAY, THAT THE MOTION CONCERNING PARA-ACADEMIC 
CREDIT FOR PARTICIPATION IN UNIVERSITY GOVERNMENT 
(Doc. US-74-12-D12) BE WITHDRAWN AS REQUESTED BY MR. 
KATSOF. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


Concerning the Report on Inter-Campus Mobility (Doc. US-75-3-D16), 
Prof. Whitelaw explained that the original document was circulated with 
the. material for this meeting. He gave a brief report on the reactions which 
have so far been received from the Faculty Councils. He also pointed out 
that some of the problems that occurred in the document are now being 
looked after in that we now have a Committee which is working on the 
academic regulations. He indicated that the U.C.C.C. was hoping to make 
Senate and Councils aware that this is a more complex matter than it at first 
appears and also that U.C.C.C. would like to collect the specific comments 
from the Councils and bring those back to Senate at the next meeting. 


Dr. O'Brien suggested that Senate discuss the document, but not adopt any 
particular line of action today. 


During the discussion it was suggested that transportation between 
campuses should be a priority matter; that the question of transportation 
might appear to be a simple problem, but in fact, it is an extremely 
complicated piece of business, involving a considerable sum of money; that 
possibly this question should come under the Priorities and Resource 
Allocation Committee; that the funding of this becomes inevitably a part of 
the total budgetary allocation problem of the University and it cannot be 
resolved by the Priorities and Resource Allocation Committee; that 
arrangements to have professors teach part of their course load on the other 
campus results in a full-time faculty member becoming a part-time faculty 
member on both campuses; and that consideration should be given to the 
idea of possibly grouping courses in such a way as to allow a professor to 
teach his entire course load in any given year, on the other campus. 
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It was pointed out that it was the feeling of the Curriculum Co-ordinating 
Committee that the whole matter of scheduling is a very important one and 
that a recommendation might be made at the next Senate meeting that a 
special study be made on this subject, including such things as day/evening 
distinction, etc. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BHATNAGAR, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE 
UNIVERSITY COUNCIL ON STUDENT LIFE CONCERNING 
UNIVERSITY AWARDS (S.G.W.) BE APPROVED (Doc. US-75-3-D4). 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


Concerning the Extended Credit Programme (Doc. US-75-4-D2), Prof. 
Whitelaw explained that this document is being presented at Senate for the 
first time. It was a working paper prepared by U.C.C.C. and forwarded to 
Faculty Councils by agreement with Senate. 


It was suggested that in the regular report slot on the agenda for the 
Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee, the Committee advise Senate what 
documents it has sent to the Faculty Councils, so that the Senate has, at least 
in record, the title of such documents, and any Senator who wishes to have 
advance notice of what is contained in a particular document can certainly 
acquire a copy. 


It was agreed that since all of the reactions from Faculty Councils are not in, 
and since some of them have quite important comments to make, the item be 
tabled - to be brought back at the next meeting of Senate with the various 
comments from Faculty Councils. 


Dr. O'Brien noted that the Report on Admission Policy (Doc. US-75-4-D3) 
was well explained in the coverning memo from Prof. Whitelaw. He 
pointed out that a group had been established some months ago to look into 
the question of foreign admissions to undergraduate programmes at 
Concordia and the result is the document which was now before Senate. 
The Committee examined the situation and the existing policies and practices 
on both campuses. It turned out that there was a good deal more in common 
in the existing practices than appeared. The Committee came to the 
conclusion that, in fact, the existing practices, if they were stated 
coherently, were the best approach to a policy of foreign admissions. While 
in the one sense it would not be necessary to ask Senate to approve the 
document since it simply restates what exists, it would be useful to have 
Senate re-affirm this document as a policy statement. 


Dr. O'Brien drew the attention of Senators to the fact that the question arose 
originally around January entry and he pointed out that January admission 
continues to be a small exceptional operation in the University, geared 
basically to make it possible to provide admission from the CEGEPs and 
that this was inevitably an area which will simply not be able to take foreign 
admissions because of the very limited size of the operation. 
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IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY PROF. XISTRIS, 
THAT SENATE REAFFIRM THE POLICY ON ADMISSION OF 
FOREIGN APPLICANTS TO UNDERGRADUATE PROGRAMMES 
(Doc. US-75-4-D3). 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
SHULMAN, THAT THE REVISION OF THE CONSTITUENCIES OF 
THE S.G.W ARTS FACULTY COUNCIL (Doc. US-75-4-D5) BE 
ACCEPTED AND RECOMMENDED TO THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS FOR APPROVAL. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
SHULMAN, THAT THE FOLLOWING BE ACCEPTED BY SENATE 
AND RECOMMENDED TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS: 


"THAT ABSENCE FROM THREE CONSECUTIVE REGULAR 
MEETINGS OF THE S.G.W. ARTS FACULTY COUNCIL WILL 
RESULT IN SUSPENSION OF A MEMBER; AND UNLESS 
THE MEMBER IS REINSTATED BY A MAJORITY VOTE ON 
COUNCIL AT THE NEXT MEETING, THE POSITION WILL 
REMAIN VACANT UNTIL THE NEXT ELECTION. THIS 
REGULATION IS NOT TO APPLY TO THE POSITION OF THE 
RECTOR." 


During the discussion it was suggested that the Steering Committee might 
consider this policy along with the principle involved, with a view to 
possibly having a similar policy apply to Senators. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BYERS, SECONDED BY PROF. POPP, 
THAT THE MOTION BE TABLED UNTIL THE MAY MEETING OF 
SENATE. 


- MOTION NOT CARRIED -. 


It was suggested that the motion should be taken as a deterrent and that what 
was intended was not to cut down the size of the Council but rather to 
encourage members to participate. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. XISTRIS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
LINDSAY, THAT THE PROVISION FOR ADDITIONAL MEMBERS OF 
THE COUNCIL OF THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY OF ENGINEERING 
UNTIL THE END OF 1974-75 BE REPLACED BY THE FOLLOWING: 
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"UNTIL THE END OF 1975-76 THE COUNCIL BE ENLARGED 
AS FOLLOWS: 


A) PRESENT LOYOLA FACULTY MEMBERS OF THE 
UNIVERSITY FACULTY OF ENGINEERING WILL 
ELECT THREE REPRESENTATIVES. 


B) STUDENT MEMBERSHIPS OF THE COUNCIL WILL 
BE ENLARGED TO PROVIDE REPRESENTATION TO 
THE STUDENTS COMPLETING THEIR STUDIES 
UNDER THE PRESENT LOYOLA B. SC. PROGRAMME 
IN ENGINEERING IN PROPORTION TO THEIR 
MEMBERSHIP IN THE STUDENT BODY OF 
UNIVERSITY FACULTY." 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BORDAN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
DOYLE, THAT THE SENATE REQUEST THAT THE SECRETARY 
SEND AN APPROPRIATE LETTER OF CONDOLANCE TO PROF. 
BESSNER ON THE RECENT LOSS OF HIS DAUGHTER. 


- MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY -. 


It was announced that the regular meeting on May 23, 1975, will not be an 
all day meeting. 


It was announced that there will be a special meeting on May 27, 19759 in 
the morning to deal with the Graduation Lists and it was suggested that 
there was a high probability that there will be an afternoon meeting on may 
27, 1975, to deal with regular business. Steering Committee will have to 
consider this matter and inform Senate accordingly. 


The meeting was adjourned. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


